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preliminary psychic process by which either an intellectual
or an emotional judgment, or a sensuous desire, shall
provide the will with its content and its goal? If we
allow sensuous desire as a motive of will, we act in
harmony with the one instinct against our rational
judgment. Yet, if we transfer' the adjustment of the
dispute to the rational judgment, then even the fairest
and most considerate allotment must always be based
upon rational grounds, whereby the rational instinct is
conceded a prerogative over the sensuous.
The will, in any case, is determined more from this
side or from that, just so long as it is dependent for its
content upon one side or the other. But, to be really
able to decide the matter, it must be grounded on a
mediate state or process, which shall give it a content
that is neither too near nor too remote from either
side, According to Schiller's definition, this must be a
symbolical content, since the intermediate position between
the opposites can be reached only by the symbol. The
reality presupposed by the one instinct differs from the
reality of the other. To the other it would be quite
unreal or apparent and .vice versa. But this dual character
of real and unreal is inherent in the symbol. If only
real, it would not be a symbol, since it would then be
a real phenomenon and therefore removed from the nature
of the symbol Only that can be symbolical which
embraces both. If altogether unreal, it would be mere
empty imagining, which, being related to nothing real,
would be no symbol.
The rational functions are, by their nature, incapable
of creating symbols, since they produce only a rational
product necessarily restricted to a single meaning, which
forbids it from also embracing its opposite. The sensuous
functions are equally unfitted to create symbols, because,
from the very nature of the object, they are also confined

